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For Zion's sake will I not hold my Peace, and tor Jerusalem's sake I will not. rest 


until the Righteousness thereof go forth as brightness and the Salvation thereof as a 


Lamp that Burneth.—Isaiah Ixii: 1 
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The Church Times is also sad (and no wonder 
over the Bishop of Salisbury preaching in a 
Lutheran Church in Germany, but it takes com- 
fort in the chance that the Bishop may have 
preached in his Court robes!—as if the Bishop 
would not still have been Bishop of Salisbury if 
he had preached in no robes at all! It is grim 
fact that when the pilgrims returned from their 
trip in Germany, there were two religious ser- 
vices on board ship, one which the Roman 
Catholics attended, and ome other in which the 
Anglicans (Bishops and all) combined with the 
Protestant Dissenters Wesleyans, Methodists, 
etc. The Daily News (a secular daily paper of 
pronounced Dissenting views) did not mention 
the Roman Catholic service, but made special 
mention of the other, which it said showed the 
‘underlying unity of the Christian Churches.”’ 
Nice for us to read! 

ANGLICAN COMPREHENSION 

A meeting of the members was held at Sion 
College, London, yesterday, and the Rev. R. 5 
de Courey Laffan (a ‘Broad’? Churchman), on 
of the Anglican members of the party of repre 
sentatives of British Christian Churches which 
went to Germany, just referred to, gave an ad 
dress. In it he said 

There was one church in the world upon which a 
tremendous responsibility rested, the Church in which 
Catholic and Protestant had by God's providence been 
made to live together, in which they had been made 
not merely to tolerate one another but to complete 
me another, to make something greater of the two 
than either by itself they (of the church of Eng 
land) would yet show the way to the world by which 
christendom should be united 

Mr. de Courcy Laffan has expounded in a few 
words the doctrine of “comprehension, not com- 
promise.” The Catholic Faith is not the com- 
plete Revelation, it needs to be supplemeted by 
Protestantism! I shall not be misrepresenting 
the advocates of that theory when I say that 
they evidently hold that the true Religion 1s com- 
posed of the best elements of what is called Cath- 
olicism plus the best features of Protestantism 
To a Catholic such teaching is dishonouring to 
the Immaculate Spouse of Christ. Catholics 
lo not deny that most other religious bodies 


hold, in varying degrees, parts of the Cat holx 


our own confusion and shame 


Faith, but they do deny that there is any truth 
in non-Catholic bodies that is not found in tl 
teaching of the Catholic Church. 1 fear that 
there are indications that the heresy of Com 
hension is claiming an increasing number of fol 
lowers among those who call themselves Catholic 
and resent the imputation of Latitudinanianism 
Such an “advanced” Churchman, for exampk 
as Mr. Athelstan Riley has asserted that he does 
not wish to see the “Evangelical” Party driven 
out of the Church I myself have heard one of 
the most prominent and influential of th 
“Anglo-Catholic” clergy protest that he did not 
Wish to see any one of the three great histori 
sections’ of the Church of England compelled to 
leave. Yet such men will preach certain do 
trines denied by “Evangelical” and by “Broad"’ 
Churchmen, and claim stoutly that those do 
trines are “Catholi What can they mean by 
‘Cathohe’’? To deny a Catholic truth 1s heresy 
ought Cathoheism and heresy to exist side by 
side? We Anglicans who sorrowtfully admit the 
contused teaching of the Church of England 
may wince, but we shall not be able to deny the 
truth of the words written by Father J. Ma 
Laughlin, a Roman Catholic priest, in “The 
Divine Plan of the Church’ (Burns and Oates, 
1901 

She (the Church of England) permits her pe e to 


be taught one set of doctrines by one section of her 





clergy, and she permits them to be taught contrad 


ry 
doctrines by another 

Her children ask her: Is Christ truly and objectively 
present in the Eucharist’ And by one portion of her 
clergy she answerfs,. ve by another, no They ask 


Is Auricular Confession or Sacramental Absolution a 





doctrine of the Church of Christ? By one portior f 
her clergy she answers, ves; by anothe I They 
ask again Is the Eucharist an actual sacrifice of 
Christ's Body and Blood as well as a Sacrament’ Her 
answer once more is ves and no Such are her 
answers to questions concerning doctrines which t h 
man's highest spiritual interests, which affect most 

timatelv the relations of the creatures to the Creator 


and are therefore necessarily bound up with the Creat 


or’s condemning or electing the ul He | made 


His own hkene 


If we must needs glorv, let us not glory in 
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THE SALEM LETTER 


PART SEVEN 

Epitor’s Nott The following news item ap- 
peared in “The Living Church” of November 2\st 
“Roman clergy of the Passionist Order lately con- 
ducted a ‘mission to Non-Catholics’ in Salem, 
Mass., in the course of which the usual polemical 
attacks upon the Anglican position were made. 
One of our own clergy, the Rev. W. M. Partridge, 
obtained from a local paper the publication of a 


‘Reply’ in which, briefly, the dogma of Infallibility | 


was attacked.” 
In the interest of Reunion we have undertaken 
to answer Mr. Partridge’s letter with a view to 


showing that there is nothing in the dogma of Papal 


Infallibility, when rightly understood, which need 
serve as an insuperable barrier to the return of 
the Anglican Body to communion with Rome. 


QUESTION NO ‘ 
Mr. Partridge 


If the bishop of Rome has always been ‘‘infallible 


why have there been so few good theologians and great 
teachers in the papal seat ¢ Pope Leo the Great, 46th 
pope after St. Linus (whom St. Irenaeus says was the 
first Bishop of Rome after the Apostles Peter and Paul 
had founded the Church of Rome), is really the first 
great theolegical writer up to his time occupying the 
papal throne, so far as we know; and Leo did not come 
ilong until 440 A. D 


The next Pope of any real scholarly distinction, with 


the possible exception of Gelasius I, is Gregory the 
Great in 590.) From the time of Gregory I to Benedict 
XIV (1749) there is a great blank, for Hildebrand 


Gregory VII) was great as a ruler but not as a writer 
Think of it, four Popes only who can be claimed as 
great theologians in over 1800 years Rather a poor 
showing if Popes are ‘infallible!’ Why is thi 

Here again we are compelled to recognize in 
Mr Partridge but the echo of Dr. Littledale, for 
on pages 178 and 179 of Plain Reasons we tind 
the following: 

The first Pope who has any reputation as a theolo 


gical writer 8 the forty sixth Pope after St 
] 


Linus 


original occupant of the See, namely, Lec the Great, who | 


became Popein 440. After him there is no name of emi 


nence, and only one of moderate distinction 





Gelasius I., 
till we come to St. Gregory the Great, sixty-fifth Pope, in 


sow Phe next, and he only by favour, not of genuine 





right, is Innocent IIL., the one hundred and seventy an 
fifth Pope, in 1198 (for Gerbert, or Sylvester IL, 1 
famous as a scientist, not as a divine; and Greg: ry VII ss 
however eminent as a ruler, is not great as a writer lec 
and from him there is a blank till Benedict XIV., tw su 
hundred and forty-eighth Pope, 1740. So, as a matter th 
of fact, the two hundred and fifty seven Popes have th 
contributed singularly little to the theological treasure A 
of the Christian Church. Four theologians in eightee: 
hundred years are but a poor show.” 

In our opinion the above question is rather 
puerile. We remember that our Saviour thank ir 
ed the Father that He had “hid these from the t 
wise and prudent, and had revealed them unto hi 
babes” (Matt. xt, 25), and St. Paul says: ** Not . 
many wise men after the flesh, not many mighty th 
not many noble, are called: but God has chosen th Ww 
foolish things of the world to confound the wise ti 
(I Cor. t, 26 Suppose we apply the same argu 
ment to prove that the Apostles, whom our Lord e 
originally chose, were not gifted by the Holy I 
Spirit with Infallibility, as is generally believed 
even among Protestants. Mr. Partridge’s ques 2 
tion might be paraphrased as follows: “If the | 
Apostles of our Lord in general, and St. Peter in : 
particular, were infallible, why were there so 7 
few good theologians and great teachers among ! 
them? They were for the most part fishermen ; 
and St. Peter knew far more about sailing a boat 
and drawing a net*than he did about theology 
The Pharisees and chief priests of their own tim ; 
spoke of them. contemptuously as ‘unlearned 
men’, and rightly too since for the most part they 


were an unscholarly lot. The only one among 
them that can be called a really good theologian 
was St. John. Years afterwards the great doctor 
St. Paul was, it is true, added to their number 
as one born out of due season’, but two out of 
such a long list is not many. In fact rather a 
poor showing, don't you think, if the Apostles 
were ‘infallible’ ?”’ 

One of the chief tunctions of Infallibility, as 
exercised by the Roman Pontiffs, is to safeguard 
the ancient deposit of the faith and to preserve 
it from theological novelties, by lopping off the 
excresences and too exuberant speculations ot 
the great schoolmen and learned doctors. As 
theologians are not very prone to apply the prun . 
ing knife to their own writings, too many great 
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me and brilliant doctors in the Papal Chair might | (Bishop of Alexandria) wrote to the Pope St. Celestine 
~ have been an irreparable misfortune The se oe = iver rg. soioagy ric —— ta se 
- lection by the Holy Spirit of a Joseph Sarto to isidiiads Wink ookean tons hatin . 

Ww succeed the brilliant Leo doubtless illustrates The reply was imperious and of most startling sev 
ter the supernatural wisdom of the Almighty more | erity. Cyril is to assume the authority of the Roman 
she than had he called in the middle ages a Thomas | See, and to tell the Patriarch of Constancnople, that 
re ; eas — errs unless he recants within ten days from the reception of 
et Aquinas to the Chair of Peter. the notice he ts cut off from the Church, excon fs it 
QUESTION NO. 8. ed, and his see will be administered by Cyril. The 
ue Again, if the Popes of Rome are and always have been Alexandrian prelate was not slow to pa n this ulti 
ik infallible’ why does history fail to show a single in matum to Nestoriu At the same time he wrote to 
thy tance where great questions in the Universal Church John, Patriarch of Antioch, who advised his old 
nto have been settled by them? It was the Council of friend Nestorius to submit 
Nice that settled the Arian controversy, not the Pope But the Eastern Patriarchs had above them all a 
ff Rome. It was the Council of Ephesus that settled | SUpetior, who had to be reckoned with. The Emperor 
) the Nestorian controversy, not the Pope of Rome It Theodosius the younger had no mind to see his court 
tle was St. Epiphanius who practically silenced the Gno: bishop thus humbled. Before the Roman sentence 
‘ tics and St. Augustine the Pelagians, was it not? had been promulgated, Nestorius had already prevailed 
uy The extraordinary statement of Littledale | 0" 5i™ to issue a summons to all the Metropolitans of 
2 : the East to attend a council to be held at Ephesu 
rd from which the foregoing questions have been | yocrorius was am iit then enttuak aveivaia xt Ephesu 
ly formulated by Mr. Partridge, runs as follows and found himself to be pre-judged. The Archbishop 
ed There is not one solitary example to be found in the | of the city, Memnon, shut its churches to him, and the 
. whole of Church history of any struggle or difficult que bishops who arrived regarded him as reprobate 
he tion being decided by the Pope's interference. Not | Cyril, as the executor of the original sentence, describe 
' one of the great heresies was put down in this way, but | himself throughout the proceedings as also holding the 
in ilways by a Council or by some private theologian place of the most holy Archbishoy f the Roman 
S¢ Thus the Council of Nice settled the question of Arian Church Nestorius wa e cited, that he 
ne ism; and that of Ephesus the question of Nestorianism if possible, explain hi tt mat withir 
n it was St. Epiphanius who practically routed the Gno pecified ten day He refused to appear as a jrrit 
ti ind St. Augustine who refuted the Pelagian it the Council which he himself had procured. Cyril 
sa Plain Reasons, p. 179) and the Council were therefore bound by the canons t 
, The Council of Nice condemned-Arius and ex comin Hen Sot comtumacy, aad Dy te ttler of Cok 
r . : tine to depose him for heresy. Only one long day wa 
: pheitly affirmed the Divinity of Christ, as every needed for the formal proceedings. . (The nece 
ee one knows, but it by no means ‘settled’? Arian formalities being concluded, immediately, without 
; ism, which long survived that ecumenical as further discussion the sentence is given in a few word 
” emblage, so much so that thirty vears later the » We being necessa elled thereto by the 
in : canons, and by the letter of our most holy Father and 
saving gained currency ‘‘ Athanasius contra mun : , . \ ; 
t 1, ; | ; rahe league, Celestine, Bishop of the Roman Church, witt 
; pum, because of the almost universal triumph | wany tears. have affived at the following sentence 
- of Arianism under the Emperor Constantius and wainst him: Our Lord Jesus Christ, Who has been bla 
our readers will perhaps remember that we have | phemed by him, defines by this present most holy synod 
already shown how it was Pope Liberius, who | that the same Nestorius is deprived of episcopal dignity 
i thwarted the Emperor and dealt to Arianism nademalcarruehumnicpoy ms — ’ 
: z ’ . . iad” Tin ttn The Council had reported its acts in a long letter to the 
sa its Waterloo. Pope. Celestine was dead meantime, but his successor 
. As to the Council of Ephesus and who settled | Xystus II, contirmed the Council, The Emperor gave 
; the fate of Nestorius we submit the following | way, and Nestorius was banished The First Bight 
ta account from the pen of Dom John Chapman, O Reaper ste OMe tee Somer © SOQ Oy omens 
0 S. B., who has a reputation for solid scholarship That Epiphamius shares with Irenaeus and 
* and controversial honesty unsurpassed by any Tertullian a great deal of er for exposing the 
a ] of his contemporaries false teaching of the Gnostic heresiarchs, Valen 
it ‘Nestorius turned out badly As the Bishop of Con tine, Cerdon and Maretor _—— _ a PS 
would not listen to fraternal warnings, Cyril | ing, but Just as mn our vn day the sentence of 
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Pope Pius X 


more to do with crushing their mischievious 1n 


avainst the Modernists has had 
fluence in the Catholic Church than the w ritings 
of an hundred individual doctors could have done 
so when the Apostolic See struck the Gnosti 
leaders with anathema first under Pope Hyginus 
and again under Pius I their doom was sealed 
Incidentally in his ““Ancorate’’ Epiphanius has 
the following to say about the Primacy of St 
Peter 

The Lord Himself say He 
first of the Apostle the firm rock upon which the 
Church of God is built, and the gates of hell shall not 
prevail against her 


Again 


constituted him the 


while it is true that “St. Augustine 


refuted the Pelagians,”’ it is also equally true 
that the condemnation of Pelagius was finally 
sealed and settled by Pope St. Innocent I, for 
it was the latter who confirmed the action of 
Milevis 


and when the reseript arrived from the Holy 
See St 


the African Councils of Carthage and 


Augustine declared in a sermon that 


Rome 


The matter of Pelagius ts at an end, the case ts 


because “(Causa fintta est.” 


had spoken 


finished 


(To be continued 


IMPRESSIO STIGMATUM S. FRANCISCI 


Die XVII, Sep 


t 
t 


© ter Beate 


Nostrae salutis, pedibus impressa 


Signa qui portast: 


Lateri, palms, simul et corde 


Sancte Francisce 


© nimis Felix 
Tuo Dilecto 


Ecce mysteria colimus miranda 


similisque factus 


crucifer insignis, 


Ora pro nobis 


Signetque corda nostra, deprecamur, 
Amor Supernus, sicut et in carne 
Tua memoriam Passionis suae 

Dedit videndam 
Det nobis quoque semel inflammari 
Ignibus illis quibus et accendit 
Spirnitum tuum, frigescente mundo 
Dominus noster 


Domine! Opus Tuum recolentes, 
Partem et nobis, quaesumus, concedas 
Stigmata Tua cordibus in nostris 

Des imvenin 


Francts W. Grey, Litt D 








ANSWER OF THE ARCHBISHOPS OF ENG 
LAND TO THE APOSTOLIC LETTER OF 
POPE LEO XIII ON ENGLISH OR 
DINATIONS 


Editor's Note Having given in previous issues of 
THe Lamp the text of the Bull “Apostolicae Cura 
put forth by Pope Leo in September 1806 we shall now 
proceed to publish the re ply “addressed to the whole bod 
Bishops of the Catholic Church" by th 
Canterbury and 


Archbishops 
York in February, 1897. We are in 
First 
tt ts the careful and deliberate answer by the two highest 
dignitaries in the 


fluenced in doing so by the following considerations 


Anglican Communion and the nearest 
ipproach to an offetal apology for Anglican Ordinations 
that has ever been made since the Reformation 
the original edition, published by 


Secondly 
Longmans, Green 
Co. ts now out of print, and many we think, who otherwt 
would not be able to read the letter of the Anglican Arch 
bishops will be glad to do so in the pages of Tue Lamp 

We of course are not to be understood as standing edi 
tortally for all that the Archbishops are pleased to say 
Continued.) 

VILL. The Pope has certainly done well not to rest 
satistied with such weak conclusions, and to determine 
to re-open the question and to treat it afresh; althoug! 
this would seem to have been done in appearance rather 
than in reality Forasmuch as the case was submitted 
by him to the Holy Office, it is clear, that it being bound 
by its traditions, could hardly have expressed dissent 
from the judgment, however ill founded, which wa 
passed in the case of Gordon 

Further when he touches upon the matter itself and 
follows the steps of the Council of Trent, our opinion 
does not greatly differ from the main basis of his jud 
ment. He rightly calls laying on of hands the 
of ordination 


matter 
His judgment on the ‘form’ 
clearly expressed; 


Is not s« 
but we suppose him to intend to 
say that the form is prayer or benediction appropriate 
to the ministry to be conferred, which is also our opit 

ion. Nor do we part company with the Pope when he 
suggests that it is right to investigate the intention of 
a Church in conferring Holy Orders “in so far as it is 
manifested externally." For whereas it is scarcely 
possible for any man to arrive at a knowledge of the 
inner mind of a Priest, so that it cannot be right t 
make the validity of a Sacrament depend upon it, the 
will of the Church can both be ascertained more easily 

and ought also to be most true and sufficient. Which 
intention our Church shows generally by requiring the 
promise from one who is to be ordained that he will 
rightly minister the Doctrine, Sacraments and Dis 
cipline of Christ, and teaches that he who is unfaithful 
to this promise, may be justly punished 


And in our 
Liturgy we regularly pray for ‘‘all Bish yps and Curates 
| that they may both by their life and doctrine set forth 











m 














God's) true word, and rightly and duly administer 
His) holy Sacraments.’ 

But the intention of the Church must be ascertained 
in so far as it is manifested externally"’, that is to say, 
from its public formularies and definite pronounce 
ments, which directly touch the main point of the ques 
tion, not from its omissions and reforms, made as op 
portunity occurs, in accordance with the liberty which 
belongs to every Province and Nation—-unless it may 
be that something is omitted which has been ordered 
from the word of God, or the known and certain stat 
utes of the universal Church. For if a man assumes 
the custom of the middle ages and of more recent cen 
turies as the standard, consider, brethren, how clearly 
he is acting against the liberty of the Gospel and the 
And if we follow this 
method of judging the validity of Sacraments, we must 


true character of Christendom 


throw doubt upon all of them, except Baptism alone 
which seems according to the judgment of the universal 
Church to have its matter and form ordained by the 
Lord 

Ix. W 


laying on of hands is the matter of ordination; we ac 


wknowledge therefore with the Pope that 


knowledge that the form is prayer or blessing appro 
priate to the ministry to be conferred; we acknowledge 
that the intention of the Church, as far as it is exter 
nally manifested, is to be ascertained, so that we may 
discover if it agrees with the mind of the Lord and His 
Apostles and with the statutes of the Universal Church 

We do not however attach so much weight to the 
doctrine so often descanted upon by the Schoolmen 
since the time of William of Auxerre (A. D. 1215), that 
each of the Sacraments of the Church ought to have a 
ingle form and matter exactly defined. Nor do we 
suppose that this is a matter of faith with the Romans 
For it introduces a very great danger of error, Suppos 
ing any Pope or Doctor, who may have great influence 
over the men of his time, should presuade people to 
wknowledge as necessary this or that form or matter 
which has not been defined either in the word of God or 
by the Catholic Fathers or Councils 

For is we have said Baptism tands alone as a 
Sacrament ir 


being quite certain in both its form and 
matter. And this is suitable to the nature of the case 
For,--inasmuch as the Baptism of Christ is the entrance 
into the Church for all men, and can be ministered by 
all Christians, if there be a pressing need, the condi 
tions of a valid Baptism ought to be known to all) A 
regards the Eucharist (if you set aside, as of less im 
portance, questions about unleavened bread, and salt 
thout water, and the rest), it has a sufficiently certain 
matter but up to the present day a debate is still going 
But the matter of Con 
firmation is not so entirely certain; and we at any rate 
do not at all think that Christians who have different 


mas to its full essential form 


opinions on the subject should be condemned by one 


inother The form of Confirmation again is uncer 
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tain and quite general, prayer, that 1s tosay,or t 





diction, more or less suitable, such as is used in each of 
our churches. And so with respect to others 

X. But this topic of Confirmation requires to be 
treated rather more at large for it throws much hght 
on the question proposed by the Pope He write 
truly that laving on of hands is a “matter which ts 
equally used for Confirmation The matter there 
fore of Confirmation seems, in his judgment, to be lay 
Ing on of hands, as we too hold in accordance with 
Apostolic tradition. But the Roman Church for many 
centuries has, by a corrupt custom, substituted a stretch 
ing out of hands over a crowd of children, or simply 
“towards those to be confirmed”, in the place of laying 
on of hands to be conferred on each individualt 

The Orientals (with Eugenius IVth) teach that the 
matter is chrism, and use no laying on of h inds in thi 
rite. If therefore the doctrine about a fixed matter 
and form in the Sacraments were to be admitted, the 
Romans have ministered Confirmation imperfectly 
for many centuries past, and the Greeks have none 
And not «a few amongst the former practically confe 
the corruption introduced by their Fathers, having 
joined laving on of hands to the anomting im many 
places, while a rubric on this point has been added 11 
some Pontificals And it is fair t isk whether 
Orientals who are converts to the Roman Commun 
require a second Confirmation’? Or do the Romar 
admit that they, who have changed its matter. have 
had as good a right to do so as thems 
corrupted it * 

XI We enquire therefore what author 
has for discovering a definite form in the 


Holy Orders? We have seen no evidence produced by 





him except two passages from the determinatior f 
the Council of Trent (Sesston xvii | On the Sacramon 
f Order, canon t, and Sesston xvi On the Sacrif 
Wf the Mass, canon att which were pr ulgated afte 


our Ordinal was composed, from which he infers that 
,ower of the Christian priest 


blation of the Body and 





the principal grace ind 
iecration and 


hood is the con 
Blood of the Lord. The authority of that Council ha 





certainly never been admitted im our country, and we 
find that bv it many truths were mixed with falsehood 
much that uncertain with what certam But we 
tin the so-called “Gelasian” Sacramentary (perhay 
f the 7th century) we still read the rubric /n sealinj 
them he lays his h inds on them wath the following word 
then follows the praver for the sevenfold gift of the 
Spirit And in the rdines”’ called those of St) Amand 
which are perhaps of the Sth century, 1 chap iv the 


pontift touches their heads with his hand 


Gregorian’ we read ratsing his hand over the head 
ul he sa ete In the ordinary editiert f the Pont 
fical we read agair Then stretching out his hands ¢ 
vards th un t mfhirmed a 1 et 
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answer as regards the passage quoted by the Pope, that 
we make provision with the greatest reverence for the 
consecration of the Holy Eucharist and commit it only 
to properly ordained Priests and to no other ministers 
of the Church Further we truly teach the doctrine of 
Eucharistic sacrifice and do not believe it to be a “‘nude 
commemoration of the Sacrifice of the Cross,” an opin 
ion which seems to be attributed to us by the quotation 
made from the Council But we think it sufficient in 
the Liturgy which we use in celebrating the Holy 
Eucharist,—while lifting up our hearts to the Lord 
and when now consecrating the gifts already offered 
that they may become to us the Body and Blood of our 
Lord Jesus Christ,—to signify the sacrifice which is 
offered at that point of the service in such terms as 
these. 
ious death of Christ, Who is our Advocate with the 


We continue a perpetual memory of the prec 


Father and the propitiation for our sins, according to 
His precept, until His coming again. For first we offer 
the sacrifice of praise and thanksgiving; then next we 
plead and represent before the Father the sacrifice of 
the cross, and by it we confidently entreat remission of 
sins and all other benefits of the Lord's Passion for all 
the whole Church; and lastly we offer the sacrifice of 
ourselves to the Creator of all things which we have 
already signified by the oblations of His creatures 
This whole action, in which the people has necessarily 
to take its part with the Priest, we are accustomed to 
call the Eucharistic sacrifice 

Further, since the Pope reminds us somewhat severe 
ly of “the necessary connection between faith and wor 
ship, between the law of belteving and the law of praying,” 
“it seems fair to call closer attention, both on your part 
and ours, to the Roman Liturgy And when we look 
carefully into the “Canon of the Mass,"’ what do we see 
clearly exhibited there as to the idea of sacrifice’? It 
agrees sufficiently with our Eucharistic formularies, 
but scarcely or not at all with the determinations of 
the Council of Trent. Or rather it should be said that 
two methods of explaining the sacrifice are put forth 
at the same time by that Council, one which agrees 
with liturgical science and Christian wisdom, the other 
which is under the influence of dangerous popular theol 
ogy on the subject of Eucharistic propitiation. Now 
in the Canon of the Mass the sacrifice which is offered 
is deseribed in four ways. Firstly it is a “sacrifice of 
twhich idea runs through the whole action and 
so to say supports it and makes it all of a piece 


praise,” 


Secondly it is the offering made by God's servants 


t' Sacrifice of praise that is a Eucharistic sacrifice 
>the peace offerings and thank offerings of the Old 
stament, the ritual peculiarity of which was that the 
man who offered was a partaker with God Sacrifice 
of praise” is the expression of the old Latin version 
see the Lyons Pentateuch Ottering of Thanksgiving” 
is from that of St. Jerome (Lev. vii. 12, 13 Hence 
m our Liturgy both are united ‘'this our sacrifice of 
praise and thanksgiving 
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ind His whole family, about which offering request i 
made that it ‘may become to us the Body and Blood 
of His Son our Lord, Thirdly it is an offering to hi 
Majesty of His ‘own gifts and boons” (that is, as Int 

cent III rightly explains it, of the fruits of the field 
and trees, although the words of the Lord have already 
been said over them by the Priest), which are called 
the holy Bread of eternal life and the Chalice of ever 
lasting salvation. Fourthly and lastly (in the prayer 
Supra quae propitio) the sacrifice already offered ir 
three ways, and according to Roman opinion now fully 
consecrated, is compared with the sacrifices of the pa 
triarchs Abel and Abraham, and with that offered hy 
Melchisedech. This last being called “holy sacritice 
unblemished victim,”’ shews that the comparision i 
not only in respect to the offerer, but also to the things 


offered. Then the Church prays that they may be 


carried up by the hands of the holy Angel to the altar 
of God on high. Lastly, after the second series of 
names of Saints, there occurs the piece of prayer (per 
quem haec omnia) which appears rather suitable to a 
benediction of fruits of the earth, than to the Euchar 
istic sacrifice 

It is clear therefore from what has been already said 
that the law of belteving, set forth by the Council of 
Trent, has gone some distance beyond the boundarie 
of the law of praying The matter is indeed one full 
of mystery and fitted to draw onwards the minds of 
men by strong feelings of love and piety to high and 
deep thoughts. But, inasmuch as it ought to be treated 
with the highest reverence and to be considered a bond 
of Christian charity rather than an occasion for subtle 
disputations, too precise definitions of the matter of the 
sacrifice, or of the relation which unites the sacrifice 0! 
the eternal Priest and the sacrifice of the Church, whic! 
in some way certainly are one, ought in our opinion t 
be avoided rather than pressed into prominence 

To be continued 


Marion Crawford had finished two novels before h 
fatal illness. One of them, ‘‘The White Sister,” ha 
been published recently, but when the other appear 
in the autumn it will be the last. Mr. Crawford once 
told a newspaper reporter that he had written one «1 
his longest novels in six weeks. The novel was writtet 
out in his own hand, in letters so minute as to be almost 
impossible to read except by the strongest eyes, and 
yet when the manuscript was placed under a magm 
fying glass, each letter was found to be perfectly a 
curate in formation —The Quarterly, (Altoona, Pa.) 


The increase over last year in contributions for Get 
eral Missions to August Ist is $97,700; and that al 


though the increase to June Ist was only $27,500, and 


the increase to July Ist only $73,000.— The Living 
Church 
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GLORIOUS COMPREHENSIVENESS 


An Appeal to Anglo-Catholics By An Anglo- 
Catholic Student 


‘* Jerusalem ts built as a city: that is at unity in 


ttself.”’ Ps. cxxtt. 3. 


CONTENTS 
Chap. 1. The Situation 
2. Laissez —faire 
3. Justifications 
$!. The High Line and the Low Line 
5. Steps on the way out 


6. The Remedy 


CHAPTER I] 
LAISSEZ FAIRE 
Perplexed and worried by “our unhappy divi 
sions” (as we used in times of ignorance to speak 
of them), it has become the fashion to say “‘live 
and let live’. We are all doing useful work, we 
don't want to be perpetually quarreling and 
wrangling, we like to meet as brethren. There 
fore why can't we leave each other in peace 
My bishop is very kind to me”, says good Fath 
er X., “he lets me alone. I have my own peopl 
todeal with. I don’t want to bother about what 
my Protestant neighbor does or teaches: it is no 
Well, cheer up, Father X 


the Pan Anglican Congress has told you that 


concern of mine” 


there are no “divisions”, only pleasing and wel 
come “diversity”, and your policy has been en 
dorsed and blessed by an Episcopal pen.* © And 
I must say that I have very much sympathy 
with your policy. After all the storm and stress 
of the troublous times through which the Catho 
lic revival has come it is a blessing to be left alone 
and to be able to rejoice in some measure of 
peace gained at last. And can I blame a man 
if he, a faithful parish priest, thinks first and 
foremost of what he can do for his own flock ? 
Frankly, I cannot blame him 

ind yet that may be his congregationalism 
which is in danger of becoming a matured fruit 


*Pan Anglican Papers—F. p. 3 
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(one of the many precious trun trom the tree 
of “glorious comprehensiveness Is the Church 
nothing, is the parish everything Can we 


forget’ (they are the words of one who has not 


Written much, but whos 


every word is worth 
reading can we forget that the vast majorit 
even of those who call themselves Church people 
are ignorant of the Faith and despise the Sacra 
ments Which our LORD has given as necessary 
to salvation can we be con 
tented with the devotion in our own parish when 
perhaps the next parish is soiled with heresy, 
neglect, irreverence 7" = These words were writ 
ten some years ago, and the march of ‘glorious 
comprehensiveness” and other forms of Modern 
ism has done much to make “heresy” out of 
date Still there are some of us who are old 
fashioned enough still to think that there is such 
a thing as heresy 

And is this doctrine of latssez- fatre so very al 
luring’ In politics, the sphere in which it first 
arose, or at least, found articulation, | thought 
it was becoming rather a back number ] 
thought it had been proven rather a failure, and 
that we were advancing to a nobler idea of the 
functions of the State as a parent We have 
all along had a nobler idea of the Church before 


us, if we would but remember tt 
HOW IT WORKS 


It is all very well when a priest has the tlock 
to himself, living round him, attending his 
church, imbibing his teaching. And yet not Ars 
teaching, as he would be the first to say, but the 
teaching of the Church given by him in her name, 
and with her authority It is all verv well, 
Father X., while vou have your Churchman 
under vou, in your church, the man you have 
trained and taught so carefully, and perhaps 
prepared for his confirmation But what if he 
moves into another parish’? It may be the very 
next parish If he moves into the next parish” 
you say. “he will continue to attend my church 
(lam thinking of Father X. as a town priest I 


expect he will. But the question is, why should 


tRev. HH. Jeatferson (Chaplain to the Bishop of 
Gilbraltar) in “Addresses on the Order for Holy ¢ 
nunion’”. p. 17 
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he? And ought he to? It is an old and whol 
some rule that everyone should attend his parish 
church, and the main machinery of the Church 
is based upon the supposition that this rule will 
obtain. Why should he not follow this rule? 
**Because"’, you say, “it is a Low Church parish 
(perhaps a Parish B.) and he will not find there 
the teaching he has been used to”. Exactly, 
and vet he will find there a church of England of 
precisely the same status as yours, claiming to 
teach in the same name as you do. — If he comes 
to your church still what is his duty? He its 
exercising his “private judgment the very 
thing you have taught him not to do. What 
right has he to choose? You tell him that ‘the 
Church teaches”. Very well, that ought to be 
enough for him. On your own principles you 
ought to encourage him to stick to his own parish 
church. <As it is he has to choose. Leaving 
alone his right, what power has he to choose ’ 
Further, you are, we will say, a Master of 
Arts of some University, perhaps only a Bache 
lor: you may even have no degree at all. You 
have very likely not allowed yourself to take 
the higher degrees you could have done, and 
have spent your energy on the parish instead 
Now your neighbor is a Doctor of Divinity of 
the same University. On paper, then, he is a 
better theologian than you, and the Bishop 
gives him an equal right at least to speak in the 
name of the Church He may be a dignitary, 
and therefore have apparently more right. And 
he does not say the same things as you do: in 
deed he actually contradicts much of yout 
teaching. What then’? Perhaps you will an 
swer, “My man has brains, and I have given him 
reasons, and taught him the Praver Book care 
fully It is the usual way, and it is a good way 
productive of a reasoned faith But (Ist it 
would be impossible, or at least very difticult, to 
be able to do this for every member of vour con 
gregation in detail, (2nd.) Tam not thinking of 
an educated man at all (though the Anglican 
Communion seems to suppose that it has to deal 
mainly with educated people with a gift) for 
theology lam thinking of poor Hodge (Fath 


er NX. may. after all, be a country priest) the 


farm hand, or poor John Smith the unskilk 
laborer, a member of that large class now 
often out of work (Owing to political larsses-farr 
but with a sou] to be cared for and tended, just 
the same as every one else. Are you going 
appeal to Ais brains, his theological acumen ’ 
“Well, he likes me, and my ways appeal to him 
Then does it not come to this, ultimately, that 
your appeal to him is the appeal of persona 
affection? It is you he trusts, and not the 
Church at all. Or rather he trusts you to teac! 
him proper Church teaching because he has 1 
other way of learning. There is no objection 
to this, of course, in normal times. It is the 
way in which the. first Christians were taught 
for the most part, before there was “the Bib! 
to prove “lg 

But now take it the other way round. Let 
be the Rev. Z., D. D., your learned, tireson 
but warm-hearted Low Church brother in t! 
next parish that he has learned to trust. What 
is his view then of the doctrine of the Churecl 
or of what the Church is in herself? Wher 
his attendance at Mass, his devotion to our Lor 
in and through His Most Blessed Sacrament, li> 
fasting Communion, his regular confession 
helpful probably so necessary, to his simp! 
soul), his prayer for the departed mother 
wife, to say nothing of his realization of the hel 
of our Blessed Lady, his patron saint, his guar 
dian angel? He is a Churchman and he ought 
to have known and done these things. The 
are privileges which other Churchmen have an 
which he needs as well as they. And yet | 
has not known you, Father X., but has know: 
Dr. Z. instead 


ANOTHER EVIL CONSEQUENCE 

And this is the way in which the Church ha 
repaid his trust in her. And this is the way 1 
which a “gloriously comprehensive’’ Church wil 
and must always treat her humble sons and 
daughters. Truly it is an attractive prospect! 
And then again, a priest has labored hard and 


zealously in his parish for many years. He has 





taught the Faith and practised it and given his 
people “full Catholic privileges” as a Catholic 


priest should do. Then there comes a call t 
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ther work. What security is there that the 
man who comes after will continue what he has 
taught and practised? Let me give you an in- 
stance which actually happened, not so very 
long ago I Zive it not so much to point to what 
does happen (thank GOD, it doesn’t very often 
still not too infrequently), but what can happen, 
as things are, and as it is thought so splendid 
that they should be A priest had taught the 
whole Faith, had introduced the full ceremonial 
of the Church (or at least “five points” of it) 
After a few years, for reasons of health, he had 
to resign his living. The administration (by 
the beautiful exigencies of our system in such 
things) had, during his incumbency, passed into 
Protestant hands. The new rector forthwith 
proceeded to undo all his predecessor had tried to 
do. The vestments, of course, were disused, the 
lights removed, the frontals unchanged. And on 
Good Friday,of all days in the year,the very Cross 
on the Altar, the joyous symbol to all Christian 
folk of our glorious Redemption from the power 
of Satan, was publicly denounced as ‘‘a Popish 
thing” and to be deprecated by all who would fol 
low Christ faithfully Poor people! One rector 
had taught them certain things to believe and to 
do,on the authority of the Church. The very next 
rector told them they were not to believe or to do 
these things, and quoted the same authority 
Poor, bewildered, simple, country folk! 

An instance of the abuse of private patronage ? 
Then, incidentally, why allow the abuse to re 


main any longer’? What = serious efforts are 


being made to sweep away a thing which can 
work such disaster? No don't blame the 
patrons; blame the people who are preaching 
and writing up the “glorious comprehensiveness 
which can allow of such despite being done to 


simple, defenceless souls 
ITS EFFECT UPON THE BISHOPS 
And is it any better when the patronage ts 
It is true that (all 


honor to them!) many bishops nowadays do try 


in the hands of the bishops ” 


and secure some continuity of teaching and prac 
tice in parishes in their gift But there is no 
security for this. And in what an extraordinary 


position does the Church place the bishops in 
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these days of “glorious comprehensiveness 

The ancient idea of a bishop was that he was 
pre-eminently the guardian of the Truth, that 
to his Order was especially committed the 


handing on of the witness of the Church and 


the truths of the Catholic Faith. They were t 
be chief pastors leadiny their flock, yong before 
them, pointing the way. Now what have they 
todo? They have to be in full communion with 
A. who teaches full Catholic doctrine, and with 
B. who denies a great deal of it, and with various 
types in between them. We look to our bishops 
as our natural leaders, especially in important 
crises. And we turn around and blame them 
because they don't lead strongly It is most 
unjust How can we expect strong leading 
from men who, not from any fault of their own 
but from the very nature of the system they are 
called upon to administer, are learning day by 
day that their chief excellence, apparently 
in leaving their priests alone: that if they at 
tempt a strong line in Church matters a certain 
part of their clergy will find themselves unable 
And so when it comes t other 
matters, Education questions and the like, ever 


backing, old) halt 


seems to assert itself, and we have seen lately a 


to follow them ” 


when they have a. strony 


1 


conspicuous inability t ead, even in the vers 
highest quarters. Sometimes we hear grun ble 
that our bishops and other dignitaries ar hoser 
so largely from the ranks of the “sate What 
other result could you expect our f 
glorious comprehensivent t have The 
Bishop must be “above parts and that he 
attitude (shall I say “pose” 7) of the afe’° man 
so if We are t have lorious cot prehensive 
ness” the ‘safe’ man is the man for bishoy 
For the Episcopal office must be a hard onecu 
deed in these days. All our bishops, we are sure 
have in their heart of hearts (for “above part 
is impossible in practical lit hough it isa plea 
ant phrase! a certain definite attitude of ther 
own towards the Catholic Faith. They have t 
teach in the Name f the Churcl and vet thes 
mav not press their own attitude as authorita 
tive 

Thev must above all thi trv to be fair at 
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impartial towards the many-hued “schools of 


thought" which are to be found in their dioceses 
And so they must not say 


of the 


this is the teaching 


Church, which I declare to you authori 


tatively’’, on many points, bat only 


idea of the 


this is my 


belief. my view, my Truth. I com 


mend it to your but 


with me if you like” 


notice you are free to dis- 


agree Once again, I don't 
mean matters of “pious opinion” 


but matters 


(such as the Real Presence or the Eucharistic 
Sacrifice) on which the Catholic Church is unani- 
mous. It is a curious conception of a chief pas- 


tor and his work and office. And yet, if ‘glor- 


ious Ccomprehensiveness” is to prevail, it is the 


only way in which he can work. Another 


fruit 
from that prolific tree 

But it may well be asked if it is any better 
when the bishops do set themselves to fulfill their 
office and teach ‘Unity in diversity” 
also to the Episcopal Bench 
mirable that 


reaches 
Is it so very ad- 
one bishop should say one thing 
authoritatively, and another another equally 
And if they do 

We have got used to these 
things, used to treating it as a 


authoritatively ” 
settle the 


who is to 
matter? 


normal rather 
And 


one result of this state of things has been a con 


than an utterly abnormal state of things 


siderable minimizing of regard for the 
ottice of the 


teaching 
very men who ought to be foremost 
in teaching, and most listened to when they do 


teach. Again, another full 


fruit and a- fine 


yrown one this time! 


DO NOT BLAME THE ESTABLISHMENT 


If you were inclined to. blame the system of 
private patronage in the case of parishes, you 
may be inclined to blame the Establishment in 
the case of the Episcopate. It is quite true that 
the Establishment has many sins to carry upon 
its shoulders. But it is not to the point to bring 
For the 
themselves in 


it in here same features manitest 


Churches which know not its 
blessings, the unestablished churches of Greater 
Britain, and of America. No; once again direct 


the blame to those who ought to bear it, those 





who, in a free assembly of the whole Anglican 


Communion, deliberately declared it is. their 
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that 
characteristi 


this system was 
of “Our Church” 


non-establishment 


opinion admirable and 


Establishm: nt 
or 


does not 


question, except incidentally 


enter into the 


men of light and leaders in “Our Church”, hav: 


Let us face this fact squarely, the fact that 


| blessed the system of “glorious comprehensiv: 


| er is sorely stricken as we think she is ? 


ness’ which they find there and which some of 
us have always deplored as the greatest of evils 
and declare that it ought to be fostered and en 
couraged as peculiarly our own 
Father X 


have been good enough to wade through these 


And now, deat 
, and my brethren of the laity, if you 


dry and trite facts, which have been facing you 
all your lives, but whose import you have per 
haps not realized before, | ask you whether you 
consider this system admirable or the reverse 
having looked at some of its inevitable results 
And if you agree with me that it is the reverse 
I ask you further whether you think that lazssez 
faire is exactly the line to take when your Moth 
Can you 
like the Priest and the Levite, pass by on the 
other side ? 

“The price of our libe tty’? Yes, that 
ten said, we must either endure these things 01 
endure tyranny 


is of 


I shall hope to show you, as 
we goon, that the price is (first) dishonest, far too 
heavy, and more than we have power to dis 


burse; (sec ond) 


futile, because we have no hi 


berty. For liberty is but the opportunity for 
progress, and present conditions forbid us toim 
prove and go forward. So we have no liberty 


And we are wrong about the tyranny 


The correspondent of the ‘Matin’ in Asia Minor 
gives a terrible account of the massacres which have 
recently taken place there. He says that the crueltie 
inflicted on the unhappy Christians are indescribable 
men, women and children were alike most cruelly tor 
tured before being killed. He gives a vivid account of 
the heroism of the Jesuit Fathers, who amid a storm of 
bullets rescued the nuns of an adjoining convent and 
lodged them in their house. The massacre had been 
arranged six months beforehand, and 
ammunition, and petroleum provided 


Mahomet, kill 


stores of arm 
The ery wa 


‘In the name of The 


the Christians 
t nicerse 























AMONG OUR EXCHANGES 


THE LAMP 

This is the name of one of the brightest, most 
kindly and best edited periodicals entering our 
tice It holds and deservedly so, a very high 
place with the clean literature of Europe and 
America and has won for itself the approval and 
applause of high-minded and serious thinking 
men 

THE Lamp is an Anglo-Roman monthly, the 
organ of that large and intellectual division of 
the Anglican or Episcopal Church which hopes 
and believes and prays that the prophesy of Our 
Divine Lord, ‘‘there shall be but one fold and 
one shepherd,”’ will surely be fulfilled, 1f not op- 
posed by the perverted and determined will of 
men. But He who “turned the rock into a 
standing water; and the stony hill intoa flowing 
stream” will in His own good time call His elect 
into the fold and “they shall come with joy 
fulness, bringing their sheaves with them.” 

THe Lamp is, in an especial way, the official 
voice of the organization known as the ‘Anglo 
Roman Union" formed for the maintenance and 
defence of Catholi¢ principles, to promote the 
Corporate Reunion of the Churches of the Angli- 
can Communion with the Apostolic See of Rome 
and to uphold the Catholic doctrine of the Eu 
charistic Sacrifice and the Seven Sacraments 
The editor of this most interesting and meritor 
ious monthly is the Rev. Paul James Francis 
S. A., whose love for obscurity and holy retire 
ment suggests the suppression of his name in 
association with the advanced Christian thought, 
acknowledged excellence and intellectual ex 
pression of Catholic faith, for which THe Lamp 
has earned the praise of scholarly Christian men 
Like all other men, who live in the imminent 
presence of God, the Superior of the Soc rety of 
the Atonement and Editor of THe Lamp has 
unalterable faith in the efficacy of prayer 

He has established near his monastery at Gar 
rison, on the Hudson, a community of holy wom 
en who, in union with corporal works of mercy 
are day and night praying that the will of God 
may be done on earth as it is in heaven, and that 
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the churches of the Anglican Communion may 
return to their old allegiance, and, by so doing 
make, once avain, for a united Christendom 


There are hundreds of our priests in An 







there are thousands of clean souls inside an 


| 1 
side our religious orders of men and women 


who are daily beg; 


A 





ng of God for the same favor 


and the same end We are satisfied that when 


the great intellects and the great hearts of the 
Anglican Chureb shall come into the City of 
God “bringing their sheaves with them’ a revival 
of taith in the nation will follow 

The chasm separating us is not like the chaos 
between Abraham and Dives, a bridgeless gulf; 
It 1s rather an open path worn for centuries by 
the feet of penitents returning to their father's 
and our father’s house, built on the Rock of 
Peter 

When” to quote from the June number of 
THE Lamp, ‘“‘we take into account how the Rock 
of Peter for nineteen centuries has stood as im 
movable as Gibraltar amid the successive as 


saults of innumerable heresies and is as und 


1s 
mayed today at Modernism as in the fourth cen 

tury the Roman Church was at Arianism, and 
when we think further what a bulwark the Apos 
tohic See opposes to divorce, surely the words 
which Pusey wrote to Manning in IS45 have lost 
nothing of their original force and significance 

We cannot but think, as the yreat struggle with 
unbelief comes on, we must be on the same sick 

and again ‘I only ask more love for Rome 
When the battle with infidelity comes, we must 
be on the same sic 


The Intermountain Catholt 


AN INDIGNANT PROTEST 


The Spirit of Misstons” is the most attractive 


and most interesting advocate of Missions that 


we have ever read It is widely circulated and 


widely studied, and has certainly done a great 
deal to stir up interest in Missions, and it 1s with 
sincere regret that we are compelled to tind 
grave fault with an Article in the “Children’s 
] 


number’ recently published 


What we complain of is that a nun ber of old 
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Protestant prejudices and falsehoods are stirred 
up and exploited in the cause of ‘Missions.’ 
From reading an article on “Some Children in 
Brazil’ any American child would gather that 
Roman Catholic children have no respect for 
their priests or their religion, that they desecrate 
the Lord's Day, and (last but not least) that they 
worship idols!) Witness the following: A> pic 
ture is given of a little girl, and the article 
runs 

“Children naturally imbibe the prejudices of 
their parents. The mother of the girl was form 
erly, as she told me, one of the most supersti 
tious of the Romanists. I asked her to tell me 
as an intelligent woman of the higher social class 
Whether she used to worship the images of her 
former faith Her reply was ‘Why not? Of 
Under the pure light of the Gos 


pel, that she embraced for herself and her chil 


course T did 


dren, the little girl has now grown to be a Christ 
lan Woman instead of an idolater 

A statement like this makes one absolutely 
boil with indignation It is yrossly untrue and 
unfair, The woman is held up as an idolater, 
and any child reading the above in the “Chil 
dren's number” would certainly gather the in- 
formation that all “‘Romanists” are idolaters 
It is not only untrue, but the whole statement is 
also yvrossly unfair Idolatry is the giving of 
divine worship,” to an “idol.” Had 
the woman been asked if she had given 


worship’) to the 


“latria 


“divine 
images of her former faith,” 
would she have answered “Why not ? 
I did 

As far as we can gather from the 


question, the work that the 


Ot course 


article in 
“Spirit of Missions”’ 
is Supporting in Brazil is the conversion of Rom 
an Catholics to Potestantism 


From. the tith 
page of the mayazine we learn that it is an “‘il 
lustrated monthly Review of Christian Missions 

are we to gather from this that the Roman Cath 
olics in Brazil are not Christians ? 


hand, if the Roman Catholics are 


on the other 

Christians 
should not this review of “Christian Missions” 
some account occasionally of the Missions 
by th 





Ss not unimportant Branch of 


Christianity’? We might learn a good deal per- 


haps from a study of their methods, which w 
believe have not been entirely unsuccessful 
The Amertcan Catholtc (Anglican 


BRUTAL DUEL TRAGEDY IN GERMANY 

On the morning of June 14, a duel took plac 
near the little city of Blankenburg in the Harz 
district of Germany, that shows the brutality 
and barbartsm of this mode of ‘vindicating in 
jured honor.’ The details are as follows: A 
lieutenant in the German army, Zwitzers by 
name, of Blankenburg, was promoted on_ his 
birthday. In the evening of the same day he 
attended a ball at which he became a bit merrier 
than was becoming, and on being obliged to a 
company to her home the fiancee of a brother 
heutenant named Granier, of Thorn, who had not 
been present at the ball, attempted to kiss the 
lady, who repulsed him, but before parting at 
her home forgave and promised to say nothing of 
the occurrence. Nearly four months later, how 
ever, she broke her promise and related the fact 
to her betrothed, who thereupon challenged 
Zwitzers to a duel 

A court of honor was assembled and Zwitzers 
was asked if the lady had given him any prov: 
cation. Upon his answering frankly in the neg 
ative, the court decided that he must fight the 
ducl. The conditions of a military duel in the 
German army are: combatants at ten paces dis 
tance, alternate shots with thirty seconds ain 
the challenger having the first shot, the shooting 
to continue until one or other of the participants 
is killed or disabled. On the morning of the duel 
in question, there were two physicians in attend 
ance, the field was picketed at a distance by 
two details of soldiers, and a locomotive with a 
tailway ambulance wagon attached stood at the 
Blankenburg station in readiness 


seems aimed at his opponent's head, but missed 


Granier 1 


When Zwitzers’ turn came his weapon missed 
fire This counted as a_ shot Granier then 
took aim again and fired, the ball passing 
through his opponent's right lung and lodging in 
his spine He was hurried to the hospital in 
Halberstadt, where he died a day and a halt 


later in the arms of his broken-hearted young 














wife, who was about to become a mother for the 
second time. Duelling, be it remarked, is for 
bidden by law in Germany This latest breach 
f the law with the open connivance of the mil 
itary authorities in such a brutal fashion, makes 
one realize Why Socialism has got such a foot 
hold in Germany. One cannot wonder that the 
common people lose their respect for law and 
rder when they have such examples before 
their eyes from those who, they have been 
taught to believe, are the mainstay of lawful 
authority. It is to be hoped that this latest 
duelling scandal will arouse public opinion 
ivainst the senseless and immoral practice 


lmerica 


“HOSTILITY TO SCIENCE 

Mythical events like the Pope's bull against 
the comet and the alleged condemnation of the 
Corpernican system form the stock in trade for a 
recurring round of accusatory twaddle indulged 
in by sectarians against the Catholic Church 
The rising generation is carefully indoctrinated 
with these venerable myths. ‘The glorious re 
formation changed all this,” and the genuine 
intolerance and dense ignorance of the reformers 
are never alluded to 

We are not informed, for instance, that Lord 
Bacon and Tycho Brahe, the leading lights of the 
Protestant world, were obstinate disbelievers in 
Galileo's theory, and that Catholic France and 
Italy led the way before the lands blessed with 
“the lights of the reformation” could be induced 
to follow. Nothing is said of the expulsion of 
Keppler from the Lutheran university of Tue 
bingen, where he was guilty of teaching. the 
heresy that there were other planets besides the 
earth. We are never reminded of the unfath 
omable bigotry, superstition and ignorance of 
Oliver Cromwell, who, in his dying bed, refused 
to take medicine needful to the preservation of 
his life simply because quinine in those days was 
called Jesuit bark 
unfortunate Englishman who happened to dis 


The imprisonment of the 


cover the circulation of the blood, by Queen 
Elizabeth, is never quoted by those who go into 


cestacies over the glorious reign of that noble 
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shrew But the Pope is ever the subject. of 
their Pharisaic cant 
And yet it is to Pope Gregory NIU. that we 


owe the 


correction of our calendar. It appear 
that the despised head of the Catholic Church 
was sufficiently learned in science to take the 
initiative in this notable reform, but it was not 
until nearly two hundred years after the cor 
rection that Protestant England and Prussia 
were enlightened enough to follow The light 
of the reformation kept them behind. The 


preterred to be at variance with the heaven 


sooner than to agree with the Pope 
These instances of sectarian ignorance, super 
stition and intolerance might’ be multiple 


And yet Protestants will sublimely ignore t1 





and yo on instructing their college students and 





their lecturing ministers to draw. c¢ 
from events like the bull against the comet that 
never transpired except in the sinister imayina 
tion oft bigotry 


The New Centw 


\ SHATTERED SCHEME 
Archbishop of Melbourne's 


dream of re-union with the Presbyterians! The 


Good-bve to the 


old traditions and principles of Presbyterianism 
were shattered by the adoption by the Victonan 
State Assembly last week of the remit from the 
Federal Assembly to the effect) that Home 


Mission avents may celebrate and administer 





the Sacraments in country districts 


revolution in the history of Presbyterianism, an 





Was not carried without strony protest from n 


members. The Confession of Faith says the 


Sacraments may not “be dispensed by any but 





a minister of the Church lawfully 
The Victorian Assembly says that any lay ayent 
of the Home Mission may do so. No Churct 
man after such an unhistoric and unprecedented 
move can entertain for a movement the que 
tion of re-union with the Presbyterians 


The Church Commonwealth (Australta 


Another suicide of a boy of thirteen has been reported 
from the school at Bourg 
among French It rt 
a discussion in the Chamber of Deputie 
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AGITATING FOR A VERNACULAR 
LITURGY 


Ecclesiastical Re 
view ' contains several very instructive arti les 
But the chief 


The June 


number of the 


article, and the one that will ar- 
rest attention from English-speaking Catholics, 
is that entitled “The Need of a Vernacular Li- 
United As it holds the 


place of honour in the and is unsigned, 


turgy in the States 


Review 


we may suppose it to be editorial. At any rate, 


it sums up a discussion which has been going 


during the past four months, and sums it up 
very clearly 

Savs the writer 

In four recent issues of the Review there appeared 
t number of fairly representative expressions from 
readers in America and England regarding the question 
Should we plead for a Vernacular Liturgy The gen 


eral subject of the preference of the Latin over the ver 


nacular liturgy is not, of course, new; it has been fre 


l it least authoritatively set 


juently discussed, and once 





tled by the Fathers of the Council of Trent, who, with 
regard to the Ma decided that it was not expedient 
to permit the indiscriminate (passim) use of the verna 
cular The Council, moreover, expressly condemned 


the doctrine of certain so-called reformers who main 


tamed that the vernacular was the only p 
for the celebration of the Ma ind that Latin 


be entirely banished from the hturgy 


sper medium 


hould 


A correspondent of the Review 
death the 


Dr. Campbell, 


Whose recent Editor records with re 


In proposing anew the consideration of the subject 


ittention to the fact that there exist in Eng 


lish-speaking countries like the United States certain 
maditions which do not fall under the veneral a pect 
taken by the Fathers of the Council of Trent; and that 


if the Fathers of that Council were to legislate for the 


United States at the present time, they would probably 


lecision Nor as thi 
vether novel one A 


reconsider their opinion an alto 
1785 the Jesuit Path 
Archt hop f Balti 
i letter addressed to the famous Irish Cay 
Arthur (Y Leary, stated that a similar conviction had 
led him to 


far back a 
ufterwards first 
ore, In vuchin 
the wish that the English-speaking 
Holy See for the privi 
lege of a hturgy in the vernacular 

The Editor 


msideration of 


eXpre 


Bishoy is a body request the 


atter statement of principles, and 
their 


SaN 


& VT OMNES UNUM SINT 4 


cious consideration of such arguments as these, whi 

while they may not apply to Latin or Catholic countrie 
or to those places where Catholic traditions have a tir 
hold on the faithful 


turgy is not a mere 


that the plea for a vernacular 
There 
but the point at issue is t 


speculative proposition 
much to be said against it 
determine on which side the real benefits preponderat« 
where to strike the balance and draw the line which de 
fines the motives and reasons that urge the use of the 
distinct 
argue for the exclusive use of the Latin. On the on 


Are we to 


vernacular in the liturgy a from those that 


acrifice the 
advantages of a unity dependent upon the 
use of @ Common sacred tongue in the sacramental and 


On the other it 


hand, the question proposed i 
undoubted 


acrificial ministry of the Church ? 
a ked 


nacular liturgy 


Are we to ignore the opportunities which a ver 


eems to offer by its being better under 


tood, for the attraction of our scattered Cathol 


ind for the instruction of the outsider who doc 
Ineet us in 


our churches, but whom we find daily sitting 


by the wayside, in the shadow of death, although eras 


ing life and light at our hand?" 
There is the problem, as the Editor states it 


What is his solution? After weighing pros and 


cons, he remarks 


“One could 


ince to 


upply documentary evidence in abund 


show how unwarranted is the contention 


those who see in the plea for a vernacular liturgy 


tendency toward abetting the so-called reform move 
ment of the sixteenth or any other century The ‘re 
formers’ had no love for hturgical uniformity after they 


had abandoned faith in the Holy Eucharist and the 


principal elements of the sacramental system Hence 
there is no similarity between their plea and that ad 
vanced here It is difficult to argue against an Oopposi 
tion which takes its bias from popular tradition 
rests content with precedent and mere external 


t 


practice for which authority can be quoted Returt 


ing “‘to the question whether the reasons here urged f 


translating the sacramental rites and the directly 11 


tructive portions of our public t 
Church apply also to the celebration of the Mass a 
Miemal act of sacrifice the 


think not 
Summing up, which is what really matters 1 


discussions of this kind, the writer remarks 


From what has here been said, with the view 
vindicate the rea 
each side of the que tion, we would draw the conclusiot 
that there are sutticient motive 
alternative use of an authorise 
h version of the Roman Ritual 


beheve that 


tinction the 





Moreover Ww 
if these reasons be properly presented ur 
American Bishops the reque 


to that 


der the authority of the 


would meet with a response similar rweeorde 


ceremonial in- the | 


Editor say ‘We frankly 


onableness of certain arguments on 


for requesting the Holy 
d 


























the Sovereign Pontiffs in favour of the needs of 
Christian people Im pa t age An ecclesiastical con 


appointed from the members of the Hierarchy 
report upon the advantages likely to accrue to the 
people of their districts from an alternative use of the 


rnacular in the liturgy, and also to determine the pre 


ise scope and form of an English text of our Latin 
Ritual, would easily arrive at some practical conclu 
ms in harmony with our common need Phe othecial 
ipprobation of the Holy See would safeguard the cor 
rectness of the version and prevent any arbitrary read 
of the typical formulae. So long as the priest re 

uns free to use either the Latin or the popular ver 
wcording to the conditions which surround him 


there would be no danger of the vernacular supplanting 


the onginal Nor would there be any room for abuse 
nisinterpretation, so long as we have the typical 
Latin, yust as we have the Vulgate edition of the Bibl 
vhich all authorised translations must confort 
Thus, what Archbishop Carroll, as a result of his n 
iry experience in the United State had desired 
ght even now be accomplished to the undoubted 
t soul 


\n article of this kind, from such a source, i 
sure to Cause widespread interest among the 
clergy, and deserves full and careful study 
Should a vernacular liturgy be granted to the 
United States, it would almost certainly be 
granted to English-speaking countries generally 


Such a concession would prove important in 


many ways, Which it is no part of a reviewer to 


liscuss London Catholic Times 


KALENDAR FOR SEPTEMBER 
l St. Crile \l 


Raising of Lazaru 


} 


St. Samon Stylite ( 

j tt. Rose of Viterbo 

) lhirteenth Sunday after lrinit 

s Nativity of the Blessed Visgin Mary 
11 St. Alphonsus Liguorn, B.C. D 
i2 Fourteenth Sunday after Trintt 
4.) Exaltation of the Holy Cre Ember Da 
1 Ember day 


16. St. Cyprian, B. M.. St. Ninian, B. ¢ 
7 Stigmata of St. Franci Ember Da 
Fifteenth Sunday after Trinit 

20. Vigil 
21 St. Matthew, Apostle and Evangel 
aos) st. Thecla. V. M 


24.) Our Lady of Ranson 
mA) Stxteenth Sunday after /rinit 
23 SS. Cosmas and Damien, M M 


2. St) Michael and All Angel 


1, St. Jerome, ( I) 
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Church of the English were non-Papalists, i. e 
were not Roman Catholic, is enough to make 
them turn in their yraves. The pallium was 
much in evidence in the Pageant, but no inkling 
of its siynificance was afforded to the spectators, 
vet, to quote from the Church Quarterly Review 
of April, ‘03 

Without a pallium, the Archbishop of Canterbury 
Wa trictly speaking, no Archbishop; until he had re 
ceived this symbol of his offlce he could neither con 
ecrate a Bishop, nor make a visitation, nor exer 
cise appellate jurisdiction Either before or at the time 
# receiving it he made a profession of Obedience in the 
following term From this time forward I will be 
faithful and obedient to St. Peter and to the Holy 
Roman Church and to my Lord the Pope and to his 
uccessors.’ 

And the pallium was no meaningless ornament 
as it 1s to-day on the arms of the Archdiocese of 
Canterbury 

We give you authority to act in the place of the 
Blessed Prince of the Apostle 


in our special love for you, we have sent you the pal 


For which reason also 


hum for use in celebrating the said ordinations; that 
you may be able to ordain in a manner pleasing to God 
by the authority of our commands Pope Boniface 
to St. Justus of Canterbury) 

As Gasquet says of that letter, “In other words 
Episcopal ordinations in England were to be 
effected by authority of the Pope 

Dr. James Gairdner (no “pro-Roman"’) has 
demolished the notion that the Church of Eng- 
land did, at one time at any rate, object to Papal 
rule in spirituals. I refer, of course, to his 

Lollardy and the Reformation.’ 1 shall make 
but one quotation 

That Rome exercised her spiritual power by the 
Willing obedience of Englishmen in general, and that 
they regarded it as a wholesome power, even for the 
control it exercised over secular tyranny, is a fact 





which it requires no very intin knowledge of early 
Who was the 


pilgrims went 


English literature to bring home to u 
holy blissful martyr’ whom Chaucer 
to seek at Canterbury * One who had resisted his sov 
ereign in the attempt to interfere with the claim of the 
Papal Church For that cause and for no other, he 
had died, and for that cause, and for no other, pilgrims 


whe went to visit hist b regarded him as a Saint It 





was only after an able and despotic King had proved 
nself stronger than the spiritual power of Rome that 


the people of England were divorced fron 





their Roman 


allegiance, and there is abundant evidence that they 


inst their wall 





were divorced from it at first agi 

I fear that my sentiments towards Rome are 
net such as will win your Lordship’s approba 
tion, but I hope I am not unreasonable in claim 
ing liberty to profess my beliefs. That liberty 
is accorded to many who publicly deny that 
Episcopacy is an esse of the Church and who ex 
press their belief that we ought to unite our 
selves to non-Episcopal Communions and who 
give vent to other proposals which would be re 
probated by our Catholic ancestors; I do but 
wish to see the Church of England once again 
fall into line with the Church of the Ven. Bede 
St. Augustine, St. Anselm, St. Lanfrane an 


Stephen Langton However my complaint 1S 


of the Payveant 


LITERATURE 
ORTHODOXY By Gilbert K. Chesterton John Lane 
Vew York, $1.50. 

It is a brave critic who dares to say in all its tritenc 
just what all his fellow book-reviewers are saving, and 
probably saying better; but here goes,—‘' Orthodoxy ts 
1 remarkable book The Author's preface gives us it 
raison: “It is the purpose of the writer to attempt an ex 
planation, not of whether the Christian Fatth can be be 
lieved, but of how he personally came to believe it The 
hook 1s therefore arranged upon the positive principle of a 
riddle and its answer. It deals first with all the writers 
own solitary and sincere speculations and then with all the 
startling style in which they were all suddenly satisfied | 


the Christian Theology The writer regards it as amount 


ing toa convincing creed. But tf it ts not that it ts at least 


a repeated and surprising coincidence 


We give a few characteristic passages 
The more transcendental is your patriotism, the mor 
practical are your politics Perhaps the most everyday 
instance of this point is in the case of women; and thetr 
strange and strong loyalty Some stupid people started 


the tdea that because women obviously back > their own 





people through everything, therefore women are blind and 
do not see anything They can hardly have known any 
vomen The same women who are ready to defend their 
men through thick and thin are (in their personal inter 
course with the man) almost morbidly lucid about the 
thinness of his excuses or the thickness of his head. A 
man’s friend likes him and leaves him as he ts: hts wtfe 
loves him and ts always trying to turn him into somebody 
else Women who are utter mystics in thetr creed are ut 
ter cynics tn thetr criticism The devotee is entirely 


j 


free to criticise, the fanatic can safely be a sceptr Low 
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rHE EDITOR'S MALL BAG indignant, too, I was with the O. C. R. when I 


heard of it through the Church Times 














Dr. Lee as beiny little better than a traitor Ther 
: } vy my Anglo-Catholic ecclesiastical bk boiled 
ed f fierce rel truyyvle are 1 ‘ my veins when it was proposed to erect a statue in O 
“ple Pitti towards peace and | ford to the honour of Cardinal Newman, and wrot 
— ide of the American hit t n officer wh had deserted to the enemy at tl 
‘ | 1 ‘ re il t earch for the ery time when the army badly needed the service 
BD Petes inate vide into four every courageou oldier from the Commander-1 er 
Se ae ee ad made fifty miitios f hief (meaning him at Canterbury) down to the 1 
Scan . hi, bseure private in the rank And oh! how I revel the 
Qur Protestant friends with a little 2 | ill. free n Dr. Littledale Plain Reasons’ and “Some W 
A eee aaag* aa » ading the cause | 108 Treth nd, though he said some things whicl 
lel . otewet i thought not in good taste, | admired him because 
: was such a brave fighter -for, Father, | am an It 
if wists t } ke te of Engl e1 And 1 
1 | NT i . ist tl i I belong t R. | nd re 
ee Pe velames th the rule iust enu: vith the See of the Fisherman is the only way 
tat Gan uaw tis nvicted of here r wrony cel to me, | Which the Anglican Church car 2 
Lois ler | rule. even thoug! let the ey ived from the fate of one or other of the Seven Cl 
P Crud f the | la fu ‘ vl e Lord, tl h him who was an « t 
Fait ip is, Sent those soul-se 
’ } , t led e Apocalypse In th 
| - eer | ect ‘ nt lly hel ecu ich word 
L def , " ; fred | . Ke Ist luke t ind neithe . 
oad tect } oe ‘oyed fuincu nor hot (neither guarding the deposit faithfully 1 . 
it ont , nterext ld be deposed replaced neyvlecting it wantor I will spue thee out of My M 
eee God | } ef 7 Beeat t} t Ia rich, and increased 
Luther invented, wi ed Is, and have need of nothit Sines 
, @ treatme mseuees retched 1 ‘ ‘ l r, and 
\ | , } } , 1 ed « Phe ‘ eme " those 
t t ! | | ! t I , I t Ie as 
b mets ae Ts the Higher ( , Phou einscate Aiba 
| Re | Jezebel, whict Ned herself a het seduce M 
ee ad : ed t it f ‘ 
ict I 1 be too long a story and too tedious t 
: God h he change ume 1 it let me s 
; I er Ryce re to Littledale was not only at 
M Sean yer 6 Sod cok te = mite ¢ ver to Dro Littledale it wa Imirably adapte 
other for the 1 , e of finding the true rule of et Anghcans thinking about Rome and the justice 
| ere} oat tals even } ete her clait ind th effect wa till further inere 
ted atheist and infidel witaase uke Rivington’s littl work on “Authority 
| \ ter tter he had h ubn lon to « 
Piet ot 4 | a one ee holy Father at Rome and then came a lot of pu 
Heit . | “be thor vritter vy Father Thurston and Father C 
th members ot the Society of Jesu Still, all tl 
. Bt : tw , time, my ' cence never told me to leave the Cor 
union in which God Providence had placed me 
, ha lone so yet, and perhaps it never will do so, for 
\ ‘ ‘ et t that the A. R. U. is just what I 
VR : Vl nk sore vanting vantage ground from which to work for the ‘ 
t | lever speak it reunton of Rome and Canterbury without forsaking the 
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dear Fathe to me it seer very pl that St \ W 
l T phe y concerning the Great Ay t tt } 
diy finding its fulfillment Phe terrible heense ed t 140 
h prevails in the whole le no of Prote 1 ‘ M 
is to doctrine and practise, the unrebuked I ‘ 
of deadly heresy by certain Ang] | ! ‘ ‘ 
the attempted introduction of Moder } ‘ le 
certain clergy and laity of the Roman On 
e—happily fru trated by him to wl St. Peter \ 
given the command Strengthen thy brethre« the 
e things and many others are t e just \rt f 
itions that the appearance of Antichrist cannot to 
ery far off; and I must confess that I see but little sy 
ect of the union of Christendom until all wl 
love the Lord Jesus Christ, and stead tl ‘ 
e that He is the Incarnate God (no matter | vhat 
ethev may now be known) are driven together Wi \ 
i for then, when “the Man of Pinner, M 








‘ } vith the bright ne 
H m re-union with the A 
dee there that the Church of I 
1 will ld the Catholic Fait! t 
t ‘ tting uch dreadft ‘ 9 
n heresy the Gorham judgment he P 1} ‘ 
} Regulation Act, et h enus on hat 1 t lesct the 
urance of hope, can we have of her continued Ger , Br 
ere . e Pr te } 
Engl t ri ‘ . t 
: “ete ; . 
high we : ‘the Er 
h has no right to brand immoral any enact Fr 
f the Parlhament i parliament whicl } ‘ . A 
ritv of “Jews, Turks, Infidels and Heret that pect of ( 
M ve all retain our trust and confidence in the t ; 
Wisd power and love of the Chur 1) ‘ } , 
1, who is able to make even the t1 ward 1 onsite’ ra) 
ring occurrence ubservient to the | t l 
IH lory i 
eventee 
ee 
DR. GAIRDNER TAKES I EPTIOS nd 
Kditor of The Lan \ine i 
esst I 





receive in your July Number, p. loo, that 1 ( M 

I “have been betraved t read let 
charge made against the Abbot of St Alba 
hbishop Morton.” And you add that my view | first 
rrected by Abbot Gasquet in n article n tl , ’ 
of Oct. 17th. Now the point or hich Al 
t set me right wa 1 ly the date f oA 
gford’s death, not the ral 1 f ‘ 

f which Abbot Ga t e th Fre 
ivorably than I do. I att e dreadt He 
lization exposed in Arch! 
rule of a namel Abbot 
of Dugdale (following Newcome) had ned f 1 
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Interior view of the present great Franciscan Church, 
containing the original St. Mary of the Angels, which St. Francis 


styled the Caput et Mater of his Institute 














